of  the vehicle  to atop within a certain distance.     He also confirmed
that  in addition to  repairing the defective wheel  cam shaft,   the front
brakes were adjusted  and  an air leak was   repaired.     He confirmed  that
the malfunctioning front brakes would  affect   the  functioning of  the
service brakes and he conceded that   the brakes  on  the truck were not
adequate.

Truck driver Stephen Farr testified that   the service brakes and dump
brakes would not  hold when  tested.     He confirmed -that  the  truck was  out
of service for several days awaiting  parts,   but   that after  the brakes
were repaired the service brakes were able  to bring the  truck  to a stop.

Inspector Goodspeed  testified as  to  the conditions  of the brakes
on each of  the  trucks which he tested and  cited,   and he confirmed that
the brake conditions which he  found  affected the  safe operation of  each
of the trucks.     With regard to the No.   7 water  truck,   Inspector Goodspeed
stated  that   the conditions  of   the brakes  prevented the driver  from
controlling  the vehicle on  the hill where it was   tested.     He concluded
that the inability of  the driver to slow the truck down when  the service
brake was  applied indicated to him that   the brakes were inoperative and
unsafe  and were incapable of bringing  the  truck   to a stop on an incline.

With  regard to  the No,   18 haul  truck,   Inspector Goodspeed   testified
that when  the driver applied the  service brake while  the  truck was  in
idle and while on an incline,   the brakes would  not hold the vehicle.
He also  confirmed  that  the dump brake was not working at all,   and when
it was applied  the  truck simply rolled forward and would not hold.     As
for  the No.   10 haul  truck,   he confirmed  that when   tested,   the dump brake,
park brake,   and service brake would not hold the  truck.     He believed
that the truck braking systems were defective  and  affected safety because
the driver would be unable  to bring  the  truck  to  a quick stop  in an
emergency.

In defense of the citations,   the  contestant presented the   testimony
of quarry superintendent Rusti and production foreman Barnett.     Mr.   Rusti
was not  employed at  the quarry at   the   time   the  citations were issued,
and he  did not drive or test  the   trucks  cited by  Inspector Goodspeed.
Further,  he declined to offer an opinion as   to whether  the brake conditions
warranted  the orders  issued by  the  inspector,   and  he confirmed   that he
had no way of knowing whether any  of   the   truck brakes  cited were adequate
or not.

Mr.   Barnett   testified   that he believed  the  brakes on all of  the  trucks
were adequate.     However, when asked  to  comment on   the  contractor's  assessment
that  the brakes on one of   the  trucks were  "very poor",   he said   that  he
could'not agree or disagree with that  assessment.     He conceded  that   the
work done on  the brakes after the orders were issued confirmed   that  some
of the brakes were in limited operating condition,   and that  the  two
defective master cylinders  did cause him some concern.
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